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PART VI, “ISLINGTON GAZETTE” ACTIVITY—Contd. 


3. AS TO JESUS 


Jesus Christ is the only God—and so are 


you, and so am I. 


The discussion which commenced in the 
Islington Gazette in May 1906, with a demand 
for my prosecution for blasphemy, went on 
continuously throughout the year. My Gar- 
nault Place lectures became a Freethought 
Revivalist Campaign, without any effort on 
my part. Curiously enough, The Freethinker, 
with its narrow priestly power complex, gave 
no heed to this activity. Had Freethought 
really been its aim, this self-styled national 
organ of Freethought would have aided my 
efforts. Not a word did it say. 

A challenging letter, expressing a faith in 
Anti-Christian Theism, was one result of my 
Garnault Place lectures and the threats to 
suppress me. In places, I have edited out 
repetition, as the reader can see, but I have 
not interfered with the text otherwise. 

Date at head of each letter is of the issue 
of the Islington Gazete in which letter 
appeared. 

The date at the foot of each letter is the 
author’s own date of writing. 


Thursday, October 11, 1906 
CHRISTIANITY v. FREETHOUGHT 


Sir—I am glad to read in your columns 
that Mr. Guy Aldred and the orthodox Chris- 
tians are coming to close quarters in the long 
dark evenings now upon us, I hope some real 
progress of thought will be initiated so that 
we may get down to the root of the problem. 
It seems to my view as a Deist or Theist that 
both Christians and Freethinkers are wrong; 
the one believes too much and the other too 
little. Freethought is all right providing it 
does not degenerate into Atheism and Ag- 
nosticism, and Christianity is all right pro- 
viding it does not detract from the unity and 
oneness of God; when it goes beyond that it 
degenerates into superstition and idolatry. 

Mr. Aldred, I see, proposes to hold some 
meetings during the winter evenings for lec- 
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tures and discussions upon these important 
subjects. I wish him success, and shall study 
your journal to see how he gets on. Why not 
grapple with the real problem? Was there 
ever such a Person, or did the Jesus of the 
Four Gospels ever live? I have advertised and 
repeatedly openly offered anyone from the 
Pope down to persons like Mr. Aldred the 
sum of £250 for any first-hand, genuine, 
bona-fide proof of the existence of such a 
person as the Christians idolize. I undertake 
to prove beyond all doubt, quibble, or mis- 
understanding that no such person as Jesus 
Christ ever lived. 

Now here is a chance for Mr. Aldred or the 
Christian evidence people to win £250. Will 
they try? Can they do it if they try? Of 
course not; but here is the problem to be 
solved and it can be solved easily from the 
Bible alone, which is the best evidence and 
source of truth. 

We cannot have too much free thought nor 
free speech—the more the merrier, whether 
on religion, or politics, or social questions. 
Freethought—I mean the original brand— 
stands for truth, reason, light, and progress, 
and without Freethinkers we should drift 
back to the dark ages and live in an atmo- 
sphere of lying priestcraft. 

A Tory paper recently reviewing a cheap 
edition of Thomas Paine’s Age of Reason, 
said this, “If Thomas Paine could return with 
the same views he held when hunted like a 
mad dog, he could easily become one of the 
adored pastors of one of our most select 
churches.” And today we find the clergy 
saturated with Freethought, it oozes out of 
them. Providing they can keep their salaries 
which they obtain under false pretences, they 
are willing to throw overboard the Creation 
story, the divinity of Jesus, Jonah, the talk- 
ing snake, the miracles, in fact, the whole 
Bible. Why, Freethought triumphs all along 
the line, but there is a lot of rubbish from the 
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clerical rout still to clear away. So, good luck 
to Guy Aldred in his noble work. 
I am, etc., 
THOMAS MAY 


Salem House, Tottenham, October 5th, 1906 


Tuesday, October 16, 1906 
MR. MAY’S CHALLENGE ACCEPTED 


Sir,— ... Permit me to say that if Mr. 
May will deposit the £250 in the hands of 
some trusted and well-known man, e.g., Lord 
Avebury, and allow his receipt for the sum to 
Temain in your hands, it will give me the 
greatest possible pleasure to offer such evi- 
dence. 

The conditions upon which I must insist 
are:-—(1) That the sole subject for discussion 
be “Is the Jesus Christ of the Gospels an his- 
torical character?”—i.e., did He ever live upon 
this earth? (2) That in the event of a written 
controversy taking place between he and I, 
the whole evidence be submitted to some 
competent judge of evidence, e.g., the Lord 
Chief Justice, and a jury composed of the 
highest legal and literary authorities living. 
(3) That the above judge and jury be the sole 
judges of the merits of the above case, and 
ies verdict to be absolutely binding on both 
sides. 

Upon these conditions I am quite prepared 
to offer evidence in writing. In the event, 
however, of Mr. May desiring a personal, ver- 
bal combat, it will give me great pleasure to 
meet him in public, subject to depositing the 
money as above. 

I am, etc., 
R. DUNN 


128, Daubeney Road, Clapton Park, N.E. 
October 11th, 1906 


Thursday, October 18, 1906 
THE £250 OFFER 


Sir—Mr. R. Dunn may have the money 
without his conditions if he can produce the 
evidence required to settle the crucial point 
in this matter. Preliminaries can be arranged 
without introducing the names of Lord Ave- 
bury or the Lord Chief Justice, who may not 
care to be associated with the matter, neither 
should Mr. Dunn handicap himself with the 
onerous conditions he mentions. My offer is 
clear and open and free from complications. 
(1) Mr. Dunn and a friend can call upon me 


ngement some evening and assure 
themselves that I am worth, or possess, at 
least the amount in question. (2) He can 
there and then take away the offer in writ- 
ing, so that by getting the document stamped 
at Somerset House it will become a legay 
document. (3) He can take the money away 
with him (the offer, by the way, is open to 
any person) if he will produce authentic 
first-hand evidence (vide the Gospels), that a 
virgo intacta, a female called Mary, bore a 
child—a male called Jesus, This is my trump 
card, and as I possess all the aces in this 
game I hope Mr. Dunn will play his card— 
mine is on the table. 

I agree that the Jesus of the Gospels is an 
historical character, but as there are two 
kinds of history, sacred and profane, I do not 
know which Mr. Dunn refers to. I shall be 
pleased to debate the question anywhere he 
pleases. 

From other experience of the production of 
so-called Christian evidence on this subject, 
Mr. Dunn must clearly understand that any 
evidence he produces of a “bogus” or un- 
authentic or invented character, I reserve the 
right to bring an action against him for 
attempting to obtain money by false pre- 
tences. 

I am, etc., 
T. MAY 

October 16th, 1906 


Mr. F. J. Taylor swept Mr. May’s Offer aside 
in a long letter, the essential part of which 
read: 


Friday, October 19, 1906 


What proof he wants it’s difficult to imag- 
ine. The only thing we can be sure of is that 
his £250 will be proof against all other proofs. 
. .. Under such circumstances I should be 
safe in offering £250,000 for any first-hand, 
genuine, bona-fide proof of the existence of 
such a person as William the Conqueror 
apart from all historical record of any shape 
whatever; and then to follow the Salem 
House philosopher, I should have to stoop to 
the stupendous folly of “undertaking to 
prove beyond all doubt, quibble, or misunder- 
standing” that such a person as William the 
Conqueror ever lived, and the materials 
which I would gather to carry out such 
undertaking should be culled from the His- 
tory of England. What a flight for a dis- 
ordered brain! For me to sweep aside the 
undoubted fact of William the Conqueror’s 
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existence I must reject with guilty stupidity 
all historical record of the past and say, I 
want first-hand proof, i.e., I want to be con- 
fronted by some one who actually stood in his 
presence, and even then I should find a diffi- 
Culty in exercising my faith in such a way as 
to believe them, And thus with Mr. May’s 
attempt to brush away the existence of Jesus 
Christ he will have to banish every vestige of 
history sacred and profane. Josephus must 
be branded as a Fabricator along with a host 
of others. 
It must be done to save that £250. 
I am, etc., 
F. J. TAYLOR 

2, College Street, Islington, N. 


There was some point in Mr. Taylor’s argu- 
ment. Only it has never been claimed for 
William the Conqueror that he was born of a 
virgin and was God pretending to be man 
for an unearthly reason. Josephus was not a 
fabricator but the passage in his works re- 
lating to Jesus was fabricated, as even Whis- 
ton, his translator, showed. It was impossible 
for Josephus, the Jewish panderer to Rome, 
to have made the reference to Jesus attri- 
buted to him. The Atheist or Theist, who 
denies the existence of Jesus the Man, and 
the Christian, who insists that he must be a 
God, meet at this very point, of tending, by 
their assertions, to reduce all history and all 
biography to mythology. Although we may 
quarrel in our estimate of people’s characters, 
and although men who have lived may have 
been very different from our concept of them, 
this does not disprove the actual existence of 
a person called Robespierre, or Marat, or 
Marx, etc. The question is easy of approach 
if we consider the matter rationally, with 
commonsense, and without credal bias. Jesus 
the God could never have existed. Jesus the 
Man could have existed. This is a ques- 
tion of fact. It is a matter for free discussion 
and enquiry. Actually, the personal existence 
of anyone, whilst it can be colourful, is not of 
fundamental importance. Ideas are more 
important than men. 

The fallacy of the kind of proof Mr. May 
demanded, knowing that he was cornering 
the Christian in his deification attitude, was 
established in the same issue of the Gazette 
by the letter of Mr. Leonard Smith. 

Mr. Smith wrote: 


Sir—What strange thinkers are Freethink- 
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ers. Mr. May offers £250 to anyone who proves 
to him that Jesus Christ lived, and yet in the 
same issue of your paper Mr. Aldred wishes 
us to believe in eight or nine Christs. 

Does Mr. May offer to give £250 if he fails 
to “Prove beyond all doubt, quibble, or mis- 
understanding that no such person as Jesus 
Christ ever lived?” 

When is Mr. May going to undertake this 
task, and when may we expect him to pay 
the money if he fails? Who is to be the judge 
to decide this question? “The greatest ques- 
tion of the time,” according to the late Mr. 
Gladstone, whose testimony was that “Jesus 
Christ is the central hope of our poor way- 
ward race.” 

Regarding Mr. Aldred’s offer to lecture to 
Christians on “Total Abstinence”, I should 
like to askK—Why should Christians provide 
a place for atheists to speak? Why does not 
Mr. Aldred advocate total abstinence in the 
halls belonging to his enlightened and self- 
denying community? Is it because they have 
no halls wherein to advocate movements for 
the benefit of humanity? 

Mr. Aldred asks the clergy to debate with 
him. This is not their work, when there are 
laymen willing to meet those, who offer to 
support a church to the extent of 5s. if 
allowed to debate with the vicar. Mr. Aldred 
wishes to spring to fame cheaply. 

I am, etc., 
: LEONARD SMITH 

It is obvious that the Christ referred to 
by Gladstone was a vague, ghostly, impossible 
idea. Gladstone’s words have no meaning. 
Certainly they cannot relate to a human 
person who once lived. 

I have not space in this chapter to com- 
ment on the false view asserted by my 1906 
critics that the birth of Jesus was miraculous. 
Apart from its absurdity, the notion has no 
Biblical authority. The Virgin Birth is not a 
Christian doctrine and has no place in Chris- 
tian belief. The New Testament insists that 
Jesus was the son of Joseph and Mary. In 
their opposition to my preaching my oppon- 
ents were upholding the opinion of Anti- 
Christ. 

I was preaching the Christian ethic and, 
in my avowed Atheism, defending and pro- 
claiming the actual message of Jesus. A wise 
Church would have given me a free pulpit. 
The Churches ought to make atonement for 
their past by throwing their pulpits open to 
me now. I am the true disciple and have been 
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for fifty-four years, The priests and pastors 
are worldlings and Judases. They have no 
message because they have no virtue. They 
are hell personified. 

The summary of my statement about 
different Christs is correct. It is true also to 
say that Jesus was a common first name and 
that there was more than one Jesus, This does 
not deny the possible existence of one, par- 


ticular person named Jesus. Christ was not g 
name but an office. 

Why should not Christians offer a platform 
to one who combats the drink traffic? Dig 
Jesus teach exclusiveness? } 

Since 1906, Ministers (including even ag 
Priest) have debated with me. I think the 
clergy were advertised, not myself. In any 
case, they sought the debates. 


4, ATHEISM STATES ITS CASE 


Progress is the law of life—man is not man 


as yet. 


Apart from the letters directly aimed at my 
extinction as a propaganda force, by police 
action, there were a number of anonymous 
letters. 

On Tuesday, July 17, 1906, “A Ten Years’ 
Reader” was staggered “with amazement at 
the bitterness of Islington’s infidelity against 
Christianity’. 

Merrie Villager, an editorial writer of the 
Gazette, who raised the ire of G.B.S. of Is- 
lington, wrote a column open letter on the 
subject of Freethought and Christianity. 

Actually, Merrie Villager censured the editor 
of the Gazette for opening his columns to a 
discussion on the subject of Freethought. 

With great directness, G.B.S. addressed a 
powerful rebuke to Merrie Villager which I 
can reproduce only in part: 


“Like the rest of the credists, you rolled out 
the words ‘Agnostic, Atheist, Christianity, and 
Civilisation’ as if they relieved your mind by 
tilting at the wicked ‘Atheist’. I notice you 
never condescended to define either word so 
that we may get some inkling of what your 
language meant; so permit me to supply your 
omissions. 

“(a) Agnostic. This word was used by Huxley 
in matters theological, and suited admirably 
the ‘upper ten’, who were thus relieved of the 
odium attached to ‘Atheist’. As none knows 
anything whatever of the various shibboleths 
used by credists to bolster up their calling and 
assumptions, such as God, first cause, futurity, 
spooks, spirits, sprites, ghosts, ghouls, goblins, 
etc., ergo all of us are Agnostics. 
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“(b) Atheist. Ah! this is the ‘mad dog cry’. 
But what means it? Simply this, and made up 
of two syllables or words, viz., ‘a’ equal to our 
preposition ‘without’ and ‘theos’, God. Atheist, 
therefore, ‘one without a God’. Every child, 
then, born into the world, every woman and 
man who ever lived and died, lived and died 
an Atheist, i.e., ‘one without a God’. Please do 
not forget. I will answer no question which 
does not deal with the ‘God of the Bible’. I 
take it you know nothing of any other God, 
any more than you do of the God of the Bible. 
If you do, please define it; or him, or her. But 
to accommodate you I will give the other side 
of the word ‘Atheist’ (‘Antithesis’), in which 
the credists hope to convey a vile, brutal and 
immoral meaning. A clergyman of the Church 
of England in Hyde Park gave the following 
choice specimens of his gentle creed:— (1) 
‘Atheism is devilism’, (2) Atheists are the scum 
of the earth, (3) Atheists are worse than mur- 
derers. The only method possible to combat 
such villainous, foul-mouthed ruffiianism is to 
use the tu quoque argument. 

“Read, therefore, the following and com- 
ment:—‘Between October ist, 1891, and Oct- 
ober 10th, 1892, i.e, one year, no less than 
629 clergymen of the Church of England were 
convicted of various offences.’—Pall Mall Gaz- 
ette. (One crime cannot be mentioned.) 

“What then does this prove? Why, that 
number for number these professional credists 
are 12 times more immoral and criminal than 
any other section (number for number) of 
any community on the face of the civilised 
earth. I have hundreds of other convictions, 
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not simply charges, cut from all sorts of 
periodicals of this and other professional 
credists and creeds. .. . 

“(c) ‘Christianity’ ...is nothing but a 
plagiarism, a stolen creed. Every one of the 
aphorisms, ethics, moral sayings, etc., and 
which are scattered up and down the pages of 
the Gospels were adaptations or paraphrases 
filched from the philosophies of the grand qld 
atheistic, paganistic teachers hundreds and 
thousands of years before ever the Christian 
era was inaugurated. Every one, without ex- 
ception. Ah! but,.say the professional credists, 
Christ taught them, and even supposing the 
‘golden rule’, which is admittedly taken from 
the heathen ‘Chinee’, the brave and brilliant 
Athenian, and others before Christ’s time, it 
is no worse for that. 

“Say you so? No, you could not improve on 
it; but as Christ was not the author, you 
simply make him a literary thief, using the 
product of another man’s brain power and 
calling it his own, No teacher dare teach that 
Socrates, Confucius, and others were the 
authors, did they do so, he or she would 
be discharged and ruined for life. Christ- 
ianity as defined above, and stripped of 
the humanity of the Pagans, stands pre- 
eminently revealed as the most sanguinaceous 
creed that ever deluged a world with 
blood. ... 

“And now for Christian civilisation. Have 
you ever read what this has done for the 
Aborigines of other countries? The red men of 
North America, the brave Maoris of New Zea- 
land, the murder of 12,000 Soudanese mowed 
down by the gentle Kitchener, and now the 
Zulus. Have you forgotten how this same 
Kitchener boiled the Mahdi’s head—fancy a 
skull boiler !—and flung the bones to the four 
winds that blow? Can you blush? You cry with 
the credists, ‘Where are your hospitals?’ Every 
hospital, hospice, almshouse, dispensary, etc., 
was built and endowed by the Atheists, i.e., 
Atheist to your God. 

“Tf you answer this letter, let me ask you to 
study Pre-Christian Dispensaries and Hospit- 
als, Westminster Review, October 1877. You 
there learn that in the eleventh century (8.c.) 
Egypt paid for and maintained a college of 
physicians and regulated the extent and 
nature of their work. Brutch’s History of 
Egypt. At Athens, fifth century's.c., there were 
physicians, dispensaries, and hospitals so 
maintained. In India, fourth century B.c., King 
Asoka established hospitals not only for man, 
but for animals.” 


The publication of this article was a credit 
to the editor of the Gazette. It also emphas:sed 
the value of my platform activity and of the 
leaflet I issued in connection with same. 

Similar thoughts arise from the publication 
of the following poem in the Islington Gazette 
for Thursday, August 2, 1906: 


IS THERE A GOD? 


(Lines prompted by Mr, Guy A. Aldred’s 
recent utterances.) 


If God there be who is the first cause absolute, 
Then everywhere and everything this God 
must be; 
That is—and, surely it is far beyond dispute— 
If He be all, there nothing is that is not He. 
How could the “all in all” beyond himself 
step out, 
Or shrink to less than His Great Self In- 
finity. 
If we be made by God, we are beyond all doubt, 
But part of Him—there is no we; but only 


He! 
Our work must all be God’s, if we, ourselves, 
be His; 
For, if we “live in Him” ‘tis He who works, 
not we, 
For work of God’s own work, all God’s work 
truly is; 
First cause, for last effect, responsible must 
be! 
Our deeds must therefore be all holy, good 
and just. 


If we and they be part of God’s Infinity; 
But many of our deeds are bad, we therefore 
must, 
As thinking men, conclude that God there 
cannot be! 
If cause must have effect which is in turn a 
cause, 
And each result had cause which was a past 
effect, 
The mighty march ne’er had, nor will have 
start, nor pause; 
No past nor future gulf, First cause not last 
effect. 
—G.L. MACKENZIE 


The following day the Guzette published 
the following very solemn reply to friend 
MacKenzie: 


IS THERE A CREATOR? 


Sir—Mr. Mackenzie’s lines omit the poten- 
tial consideration that man is endowed with 
conscience, showing him what is right and 
that which is wrong. Now, I submit that this 
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unseen, yet sensitive, unerring guide is the 
work of a Creator to whom all glory for this 
priceless mentor should be rendered. I have 
noted sayings and doings atheistic. At the Hall 
of Science, Old Street, one learned gentleman, 
Dr. Aveling, used to grow eloquent upon the 
theory that the universe propagated itself out 
of the clashing together of molten masses. I 
well recollect, too, how one Sunday he dis- 
covered that “protoplasm” would, when highly 
develop:d, evolve not only the world, but 
human beings also. The audience applauded 
frantically, and to this day my impression is 
that they expected to wake up next morning 
and find new races of men and women intro- 
duced into our islands, with a new firmament 
extended thereover by this marvelous proto- 
plasm, I watched and waited, but, no prodigies 
arriving, my mind began to understand that 
masses of senseless matter cannot create the 
heavens, the sun, the moon, the stars, designed 
to give us light and heat, animals such as 
horses, sheep, oxen, neither the feathered 
tribes, nor the world of vegetation—all giving 
comfort and sustenance to man: and woman 
who, in their turn, are incomparably blessed 
with power to govern nature in its vastness, 


and the godlike faculties of speech and reason. 
So I make haste to abjure Atheism, especially 
that dogmatic, puerile phase of it which cries 
out stupidly, “God is not and never was”, 

As regards Mr Aldred’s latest effusion, his 
words suggest that charity is the attribute of 
Atheists, not of Christians. Everyone, how- 
ever, with eyes open, knows this contention 
is altogether inexact. Examine the lists of 
money-subscribers to charitable objects, re- 
gard those who visit the slums, the good ones 
who provide substantial aid for the poor, ang 
there you will find the followers of Jesus of 
Nazareth. In the gloom of mid-winter, with 
its icy blasts, I have seen Christian sisters at 
the bleak dockside dispensing food to the 
hungry, and time after time I have wonder- 
ingly asked myself the question what is the 
secret of such grand devotion? In my opinion, 
the true answer is that it is due to the Gospel 
of Christianity, mightiest, noblest force for 
the regeneration of mankind. 


I am, etc., 
F. RICHARDS 
Barnsbury Square, N. 
August 2nd, 1906 


5. “DESIGNER” AND DESIGN 


What makes me think that there can be no 
God who metes out punishment, is that good 
people are so often unhappy and rascals 


prosperous. 


Mr. F. J. Taylor was a vigorous apologist 
for orthodoxy. He reasoned so well that he 
ought to have been able to reason better. It 
must be clear to any thinking person that 
orthodoxy is stalemate. There must be eternal 
departure if truth is to receive dynamic ex- 
pression. Not worship, but enquiry, is the way 
of truth. Mr. Taylor had a combative mind 
but seemed incapable of using it purposefully. 

Apart from replying to Mr. May, and making 
most of the narrow biographical challenge, 
Mr Taylor was stirred to battle by some very 
clearly stated and well-thought-out letters 
from Mr. Douglas H. G. Innes. 

Mr. Innes showed no great desire to defend 
me as an individual. He defended the prin- 
ciples of Freethought eloquently and ably. 

Mr. Innes wrote from Aberdeen Park, High- 
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bury, N. He seems to have been a student of 
twenty-one years of age. He died during the 
year and the Gazette published a tribute to 
him. This notice explained his status and am- 
bitions. I would say that he was an avowed 
Atheist but found my strong proletarian 
Atheism somewhat embarrassing. It lacked 
the finesse of the University. 

Mr. Innes published letters in the Gazette 
for August 2, 21, and 24, 1906. Some of his 
argument was intriguing. It is recalled for 
that reason. What he wrote is linked only 
indirectly with my activity, but would not 
have found expression but for what I said 
and my way of saying it. 

Replies were published to Mr. Innes from 
Mr. F. Richards, of West Lodge, Bansbury, N.; 
Mr. F. J. Taylor, of 2 College St., Islington, N.; 
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Mr. Alfred P. Walker, of Liverpool Road, 
N.; and T. Edwin Trolloner, of Highbury, N. 
Where these knights of orthodoxy tittered and 
laughed at Mr. Innes only, I have omitted 
their letters. Their replies to me I have re- 
printed with my own letters. 

On Tuesday, August 21, Mr. F.J. Taylor, 
replying to Mr. Innes, denied that Christians 
entertained the insane idea that God dwelt 
in eternal lonely idleness prior to the birth of 
the terrestial ball. 

Mr. Taylor addressed himself to this point 
at great length. I thought and still think that 
he was wrong. Christians must entertain this 
“insane idea” for there is no other idea that 
can be entertained on this matter. 

Exactly a week later, Mr. Taylor explained 
to Mr. Innes that “the eternity idea was not 
a speculative opinion but an undeniable 
realism”! 

The eternity idea is certainly not a realism. 
It is not even a speculative opinion. It is sheer 
illusion and has no meaning for man, who is 
a mortal being. The eternity idea expresses 
man’s fear to die and is an absolute absurdity. 

On the same day, Mr. Alfred P. Walker de- 
voted a very long letter to proving that, since 
Mr. Innes argued that there must be a de- 
signer before design, Mr. Innes must believe 
in God. 

Actually, the argument advanced by Mr. 
Innes was that there was neither design nor 
designer. 

On August 29, 1906, Mr. F. Richards attacked 
Mr, Innes with great bitterness. 

Both because of his early death, and the fact 
that the correspondence arising from my 
handbill occasioned his writing, I reproduce 
the following Innes’ letter. 


Thursday, August 18, 1906 
“CHRISTIANITY v. FREETHOUGHT” 


Sir—I have been greatly interested in the 
discussion now taking place in your columns 
re the above subject, and I now crave a small 
portion of your valuable space in which to 
satisfy the curiosity of Mr. Walker as to what 
infidels have done. 

In the first place, let it be clearly understood 
that infidels have been in this world but a 
short time, and, as a rule, an infidel cannot 
get rich, for the reason that the Christians 
are so loving and forgiving that they boycott 
him. 

Also there is the fact that if the average 
infidel, freely stating his opinions, could get 


through the world safely, he has had very 
good luck. For hundreds and hundreds of 
years the crime (?) of Unbelief was punish- 
able by death. 

The greatest charity ever established in the 
United States by a man who wished to do good, 
and wished that good to last after his death, 
is the Girard College. Girard was an infidel. 

Christianity didn’t invent hospitals, and 
Christianity doesn’t support them. Money is 
subscribed by people of every religion and by 
people of no religion at all. Christians seem 
to fancy they have a right to hospitals. They 
set up a chaplain, see that the nurses are all 
Christian, and trample on the rights of all 
who do not utter his shibboleth. 

Give infidels time, and we will build colleges 
in which something will be taught that is of 
use. We hope to build temples that will be 
dedicated to reason and common-sense, and 
where facts and not fiction will be taught. 

In regard to Mr. Walker’s second question, 
re “First Cause”, I have noticed that Chris- 
tians assume that this world was created by 
an Infinite and Intelligent Being. Therefore, 
before the world was created there could have 
been nothing but this Infinite and Intelligent 
Being. Now how could such a Being be intelli- 
gent when there was nothing to be intelligent 
about? How could this Being be all-powerful 
when there was nothing to be all-powerful 
over? If you ask a Christian how the universe 
was made he answers “God made it’; he be- 
lieves God made it, he doesn’t, cannot, know, 
but he pretends he does. 

In conclusion I would say “Leave this ques- 
tion alone’, and in the words of Colonel 
Ingersoll, “origin and destiny seem beyond 
the human mind”, 

I am, etc. 
J. DOUGLAS M. G. INNES 


18th August, 1906 


On August 24, Mr. Innes replied to Mr. 
Taylor. The following essential statement in 
this letter, was, and is, to my mind, un- 
answerable: 


“If you take the Christian view and believe 
there is a God, surely you must also believe 
that before the design there must have been 
a Designer. And therefore before the Christian 
God created anything at all, He must have 
been alone.” 


On Thursday, September 13, 1906, Mr. F. 
Richards published a long letter in which he 


quoted from a letter that had been sent to him 
by Mr. Georg2 Jacob, of Cloudesley Place, the 
following passage: ; 


“‘The priest continues what the nurse be- 
gan, and thus the child imposes on the man.’ 
Religion is a disease. You and I do not know 
what we are here for, but we do know that 
religion is the confidence trick by which for- 
tune-telling priests extract money from their 
unfortunate dupes. You charge God with 
having designed all the ills that ever existed. 
An Atheist is honest when he says, ‘I don’t 
know what the term God means’. The poor 
theist with his wandering mind pretends to 
know God.” 


With magnificent disdain for fact, Mr. 
Richards referred to the “great intellects 
which have not been ashamed to stand up for 
religion”. He classed three persons in this 
category: W.E. Gladstone; John Bright; and 
Milton. Mr. Richards did not pause to consider 
that each one of these individuals espoused 2 
different religion. Milton, who was the only 
real scholar of the three, was an Arian or even 
Unitarian in religion. Orthodoxy does not 
consider Unitarianism as a branch of Christ- 
ianity. John Pright was a Quaker and may 
have been either a Unitarian or a Trinitarian. 
Except for some like William Penn, Quakers 
are inclined to a little mystical vagueness on 
this point. Penn was an avowed Unitarian and 
a Quaker ought to be a Unitarian. Gladstone 
was an orthodox Anglican, He showed some 
courage finally over Charles Bradlaugh’s fight 


against the oath. As a scholar, he was g 
pedant and purely formal. Knowledge of deaq 
language is not true or vital scholarship. 
Gladstone was not, in this real sense, a scholar, 
Put it otherwise. If Gladstone’s understanding 
was scholarship, then Jesus like Socrates was 
a man without scholarship. It is possible that 
Jesus, not without reason, despised scholar- 
ship. Most scholars are pedants without back- 
bone. They grovel or crawl where they ought 
to stand erect and walk uprightly. 

Editorial writers, like “They Say” and 
“Merrie Villager” took a part in the discussion 
without actually mentioning me. They suc- 
ceeded in raising Atheistic ire. The orthodox 
seemed complacent about their editorial 
comments. 

On Friday, November 3, 1906, Mr. Charles 
C. Spencer of 22 Clissold Road, complained of 
the editorial “They Say” insult to Bradlaugh’s 
name. Mr. Spencer felt that the editorial in- 
tention was to belittle Bradlaugh and to deny 
the fact that Bradlaugh “was a great and 
clever man”. 

Editing a local paper is not all fun: but if 
the function is discharged faithfully, the 
editor and his colleagues merit grateful ap- 
preciation. In my view, in this Freethought 
discussion, the Islington Gazette proved itself 
to be a great paper. It was impartial and the 
educational influence of the discussion must 
have reached far and wide throughout a 
larger part of London, and so reached places 
beyond London. This tradition it preserves to- 
day and it seems to have begun with its first 
issue of a century ago. 


6. EXIT CHRISTIAN EVIDENCE 


Maximise morals; 


My activity in Clerkenwell, even when I was 
a Theist, worried Christian orthodoxy. 
When my Theism developed into Atheism, and 
the threat to prosecute me for blasphemy 
gave me regularly large meetings, and reports 
and correspondence appeared in the Islington 
Gazette, the Christian Evidence Society con- 
sidered it a duty to enter into the fray. At a 
later date I came into conflict with the Christ- 
tian Evidence Society in Hyde Park. Despite 
its peculiar method of credal and partisan 
reasoning, I really think it lost the battle in 


minimise religion. 
—JEREMY BENTHAM 


Clerkenwell, Islington, and Hyde Park. Of 
that the reader must judge. 

On Clerkenwell Green, when the Christian 
Evidence Society first began to besiege me in 
1904, its star speaker was a man named John- 
son. This man opposed me every Sunday 
morning. in season and out, He attacked me at 
my own meetings. He denounced me from the 
Christian Evidence platform. His attacks were 
not without viciousness. When I issued a pam- 
phlet entitled The Safety of Unbelief, knowing 
that I was much influenced at that time by the 
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Rev. Robert Taylor, Johnson accused me of 
plagiarism. Somewhere I have a copy of that 
pamphlet but have mislaid it. When I dis- 
cover it, I shall revise and republish it. 

Mr. Johnson, not knowing that such would 
be the case, inaugurated a policy that has been 
followed, unconsciously, by various critics and 
opponents at each stage of my development. 
He wrote to Charles Voysey, the veteran The- 
isetic minister, and asked him to denounce me. 
Voysey discussed the matter with me and our 
friendship continued without interruption. 
Indeed, to Mr. Johnson’s chagrin, the friend- 
ship between Charles Voysey and myself was 
strengthened. Mr. Voysey was what few if 
any Christian defenders are, a very great 
man, possessed of a very rich and beautiful 
character. 

Johnson was much older than myself, al- 
though a comparatively young Man. He may 
have joined yesterday’s seven thousand years 
by now. He passed out of my life and gave up 
combatting my ideas because of a grave foll; 
into which he fell. I hope that his error taugat 
him, charity of mind. 

Johnson saw Atheism responsible for all 
manner of sexual offences and crimes against 
morality. My experience has taught me that, 
in the main, persons with radical views on the 
sex question are ethically far superior to their 
orthodox opponents. We ridicule and despise 
certain ceremonies and legal shibboleths. Yet 
our lives, in the main, are more wholesome, 
and more honestly lived, than those of the 
respectable. This is easy to understand. be- 
cause we live from principle, and not from 
regulation. Of course, there are counterfeit 
bohemians as there are counterfeit heretics. 
When the currency is genuine, the man or 
woman of principle is far superior to the man 
or woman of respectable orthodox behaviour 
and approach. In any case Johnson pursued 
Atheism with might and main, and attributed 
to Atheists all manner of sex crimes. Then one 
day came the show-down. Johnson, who ran 
a religious bookshop in addition to speaking 
for Christian Evidence, was arrested in his 
shop which was situated either in Rosoman 
Street or Northampton Row. I forget which 
now. He had outraged, on their way home from 
school, young girl children, of six or seven 
years of age. The actual arrest was for assault- 
ing criminally a publican’s daughter. 

The Christian Evidence Society employed a 
lawyer to plead guilty and to ask for mitiga- 
tion. Testimony was forthcoming to show that 
to the time of his arrest, Johnson’s character 


a 


had been good. Of course, this is stupid argu- 
ment. By character, in such cases, is meant 
reputation, not character. And a person is al- 
ways of good repute until he or she is,found 
out. To corrupt a child is.a very bad offence. 
Johnson himself, in attacking Atheists, sur- 
rounded the offence with an atmosphere of 
horror, which revealed the hypocrisy of the 
man. In any case, he was sentenced to 18 
months’ imprisonment, and after serving his 
sentence, disappeared from the neighbour- 
hood. I never heard of him again. The Christ- 
ian Evidence Society laboriously explained 
that his fall from grace did not proceed from 
his theology. Of course, had an Atheist been 
guilty of such an offence, it would have pro- 
ceeded from his unbelief! An absurd argu- 
ment. 

The case was reported at length in the local 
press and the behaviour of friend Johnson 
became the scandal of Clerkenwell. The 
Christian Evidence Society felt that it was 
wise to leave me in peace for a while. The time 
factor played its part. Then came new ground. 
My activity opened up Highbury Corner and 
so reached into Islington, Faded memories 
and another district offered God’s defenders 
an opportunity of renewing their attacks. 

The Christian Evidence Society thought 
that it was safe to enter into combat once 
more. On October 4, 1906, Mr H. Newbold an- 
nounced that Mr F. Lee of the Christian 
Evidence Society was speaking in St Peter’s 
Church, Islington, on “Blatchford and the 
Bible”. This was at the direct invitation of 
the Viear, the Rev. C.L. Thorton-Dewsbury, 
who had felt the need to combat the local 
spread of Freethought. 

Mr. Newbold did not mention me by name 
but he ended his letter with a eulogy of Mr. 
Lee, to whom he referred as “a man who does 
not change his opinions year by year, but who 
knows what he is speaking about.” 

Only viciousness of mind could have in- 
spired this innuendo which time has falsified 
in no uncertain terms. My extreme views of 
1906 have remained intact for fifty years. 
During the whole of that time I have faced 
much victimisation for maintaining and up- 
holding them. I am the only public speaker 
and writer in Britain who can make that 
boast knowing it to be factually true. Whether 
Mr. Newbold is still alive I cannot say. If he 
is, he will know that he was writing nonsense 
and falsehood. Any change in my opinions 
has been merely a matter of developed appli- 
cation, a concentration and emphasis, with 
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increased body or substance, and not a with- 
drawal. There never has been any suggestion 
of compromise or weakening. 

If Mr. Lee was the typical Christian Evi- 
dence lecturer, it is safe to say that he did 
not know what he was speaking about. I have 
never met a Christian Evidence lecturer who 
knew his subject. They had one stock in trade 
—slander of Atheists. What they said was no 
recommendation of the deity. 

The Christian Evidence Society must have 
felt that it was about to destroy the infidel. 
In later chapters the reader will find repoits 
of my lectures attendes by Mr Henry Burrows, 
a Christian Evidence Society lecturer. He at- 
tacked me at Garnault Place, Clerkenwell; 
at Highbury Corner, Islington; and in the 
columns of the Islington Gazette. His attacks 
would have been vigorous and worthy if they 
had been less venomous. Despite all this, it 
was Mr Burrows who was converted to Athe- 
ism and not the Atheists to Christianity. 

In a very friendly letter written from Vic- 
toria, B.C., in August 1951, Mr Burrows de- 
scribed his conversion: 


CLERKENWELL DAYS 


Dear Guy—No doubt this letter will be 
somewhat of a surprise, but I happened to 
come across a copy of ‘The Word’ and so dis- 
covered that you are still ‘to the left’. Have 
often thought of the old days on Clerkenwell 
Green and although I would not care to repeat 
all my experiences, there were some very 
pleasant times. 

You may recall that I was one of the 
officials of the Christian Evidene Society and 
_ to qualify, I earned a first class certificate in 
an all England exam. Seeking to be better 
qualified to combat the infidel, I started a 
more advanced study for another exam, but 
did not take it. I found that the more I studi<d, 
the less truth I found in the orthodoz position. 
During this period, I very nearly became one 
of Kensit’s Wycliffe preachers and might have 
gone to Spain as a missionary. However, I also 
turned left and joined the S.D.F. and spoke 
quite frequently in Shoreditch and elsewhere. 
I think I still have a card of a list of lectures 
in Walthamstow which includes among the 
lecturers on Socialism: H.M. Hyndman, Val 
McEntee and myself and Harry Quelch., (I see 
that McEntee has been made a Lord.) 

Coming out here, I associated with the Soc- 
ialist Party of Canada, and in Saskatchewan, 
I helped in the birth pains of the C.C.F. The 
latter was born in the west and in Regina a 


ot together and formed the C.C.F. Re. 
seu Buren and published a monthly ‘But- 
letin’. As I was working for the Provinciat 
Government, I had to be a silent partner, but 
wrote some articles under the pen name of 
B.A.H. Have also been a member of the Rat- 
jonalist Press Association for something over 
40 years and still retain my membership. 

For some years past, my hearing has been 
going and is now so bad that I have: difficuity 
to hear even with a hearing did. I am there- 
fore unable to enjoy music (of which I am 
very fond) and have difficulty in listening to 
lectures. Being still unmarried, I live some- 
what of a lonely life, but manage to get some 
pleasure out of it. I managed to buy this little 
place in 1948—it is just two rooms, with an 
up-to-date 3-piece bathroom and with an oil 
burner in the range I am as siiug as a bug in 
a rug. Of course, I am now quite domesticated 
and do all my own cooking and have a very 
fair sized garden which is much admired dur- 
ing the flowering season. 

Now you have a partial picture of me in my 
retirement and I shall be only too glad to hear 
from you at any time you feel the urge to add 
to your lengthy list of correspondents. 

: Yours fraternally, 
HY. A. BURROWS 
Victoria, B.C., 26-8-51 

P.S.—If you remember George Lanning— 
he lived in Toronto for some years and was 
doing well—boy and girl thru college, und he 
lived among the ‘nobs’. I am afraid that the 
little touch of prosperity caused ‘arrested de- 
velopment’. He is now probably somewhat of 
what might be called a Progressive Conser- 
vative. This is rather ambiguous and a some- 
what contradictory term, but I think it fits. 


This is a very human letter. It shows the 
value of the campaign I conducted in Isling- 
ton and Clerkenwell and it emphasises the 
defeat, morally and intellectually, of the 
Christian Evidence Society: Islington infidel- 
ity reached out to Canada. 

_It is a pardonable digression. At the same 
time as I was conducting Freethought propa- 
ganda so intenselv in Clerkenwell and Isling- 
ton, I was speaking also in South London, 
especially in Brockwell Park. 

} The effect of the Brockwell Park lecturing 
is revealed in the following letters. 


BROCKWELL PARK DAYS 


Dear Mr. Aldred—This is just a letter of 
curiosity. I had a copy of “The Word” given 
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to me a day or so ago and while enjoying its 
contents very much could not help wondering 
whether Guy A. Aldred was the young fellow 
I heard several times lecturing in Brockwell 
Park. South London, over forty years ago. 

On one of the occasions I heard G.A.A., a 
debate took place between you—a mere strip- 
ling—and a very much older man. 

However you are doing good work now and 
I shall get more copies of “The Word”. I like 
your handling of international questions. It is 
good for the movement that such brains as 
yours are behind it. 

Sincerely yours, 
R.S. ILOTT 

Lakemba, N.S.W., Australia, 21-9-51 


My Dear Mr, Aldred—Thanks very much for 
your air-mail letter of 29th August. It was by 
mere chance that I came by a copy of “The 
Word’. However I am glad you are “G.A. A.” 
of all those years ago, How the years since our 
Brockwell Park days have slipped away! Some 
—many of course—of the subjects then de- 
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bated are still unresolved but I think that, in 
your capable hands, much light has been 
shed. 

I do not recall, your talks very well, you 
seemed so very abstract and far away. You 
were so young too. I marvelled at you. I was 
just then-—in the intellectual sense—feeling 
my feet. About all I knew was that tradition 
had much to answer for. 

My reading has been fitful and desultory, 
crowded out only too often by a busy life in a 
clothing factory. I could have made money, 
but seemed to have the wrong outlook... . 

Yours cheerily with a long, backward look, 

R.S, ILOTT 
Lakemba, N.S.W., 15-9-51 


As my conflicts in Brockwell Park were with 
the Christian Evidence Society also, it seems 
clear that that organisation was a disastrous 
enterprise so far as the defence of the Christ- 
ian Religion was concerned. The Deity cer- 
tainly gained nothing in stature from its 
apologies. 


7. ALLEGED FREETHOUGHT BLASPHEMY 


Then the high pries 
ing, He hath spoken bl 


t rent his clothes, say- 
asphemy; what further 


need have we of witness? Behold now you have 


heard his blasphemy. 


The really remarkable Islington Gazette 
discussion on Christianity and Freethought 
arose from a desire to prosecute me for 
blasphemy. My alleged offence consisted in 
publishing the Clerkenwell Frecthought Gos- 
pel Mission leaflet reproduced on page 82. This 
leafiet, was cited in the letter demanding that 
I be prosecuted. As part of that letter it is 
reprinted again. 

As in previous chapters, the date of the 
issue of the Islington Gazette in which it was 
published appears above each letter. 


Thursday, May 24, 1906 
FREETHOUGHT BLASPHEMY 


Sir-—Cannot something be done to suppress 
he blasphemous tone of certain meetings held 
under “Freethought” auspices. On Monday 
evening last I was present at a meeting held 
at Garnault Place, and was surprised to find 
myself the recipient of a remarkable handbill. 


—Matrt, 26, 65 


I append an exact fac-simile of the first part, 
as it may interest your readers, 


CLERKENWELL FREETHOUGHT GOSPEL 
MISSION 


Leader—Rev. Guy A. Aldred, Minister of the 
Gospel of Freethought 


HAVE YOU EVER THOUGHT THAT 


The title of “Reverend” was a purely honor- 
ary one, conferred on Christian Preachers by 
themselves no earlier than the 17th century. 

The decision of the Privy Council on Jan. 
21st, 1876, to the effect that the title of “Rev- 
erend” was a purely laudatory one, the use of 
which was not restricted to the ministers of 
the Anglican Church, conferred that title on 
all atheist propagandists wko cared to claim 
it? 

The religion of the Nazarene was a religion 
for slaves, conceived in ignorance and nursed 
in priestcraft? 


P\areangesr ne 
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CHAPEL MARKET, 1906 

Chapel Market, though greatly changed, is still one of the best 
known shopping centres in London. It has been a popular shopping 
centre for Islingtonians for over 80 years. 

At the close of the 18th century, Charles Lamb and his sister 
Mary were living in Chapel Street, near the Angel Tavern. 

I frequented this market a lot in 1906 and often visioned Charles 
Lamb. This induced me to read his essays. 


Miro teat, 


“GARDEN SEAT” HORSE BUS 


In 1856, the London General Omnibus Company started with 
600 horse-buses. The L.G.O. (the “General”) gave London its first 
big road transport system, and went on serving Londoners for 77 
years until it was merged into London Transport in 1933. 

The picture shows the “garden seat” type horse-bus (1881-1914), 
which carried 26 passengers and derived its name from the seats 
set across the roof instead of along it. It was introduced by the 
London Road Car Company, and was adopted by the “General”. 


In 1911, the L. G. O. C. handed over its remaining horse-buses to 
Thomas Tilling Lid. This firm operated “garden seat’ buses 
until 1914. 

I often travelled by this type of bus to my Islington meetings 
and even to some in Stoke Newington. 
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UPPER STREET, ISLINGTON, 1906 


This is the street I travelled along on my way to meetin 
Highbury Corner. I passed along it day after day, thinking of 
many social and philosophic problems. On other occasions 
especially Sundays, I would be often a member of a group engaged 
in keen eee a we Geraped along, in a kind of earnest, sober 

appiness. I would take the horse-bus to the meetin , 
by way of Shank’s pony. ili aii 


HIGHBURY CORNER, 1906 


Here I alighted from the bus (type shown in this picture) Sun- 
day morning after Sunday morning, in 1906 and 1907, to do battle 


with the orthodox in religion and politics. 
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God does not exist; never did, and never 
will exist, 
Now, sir, can nothing be done to prevent our 
holy religion being ridiculed in this manner? 
I am, etc., 
ANGLICAN 
Holborn, W.C., May 23rd, 1906 


: Friday, May 25, 1906 

Sir—In reply to your correspondent, “An- 
glican”, whilst, as a member of the same 
Church, I agree that it is annoying to think 
that our streets should be used for the propa- 
gation of the blasphemy enunciated by the 
“Rev.” Guy A. Aldred, still I would remind him 
that to treat him as a serious seeker after 
truth is simply ridiculous. Some time ago the 
lecturer in question published a biography of 
himself, from which we learn that he was 
born on 5th November, 1886; started a Chris- 
tian Mission in November, 1902; became a 
Theist in March, 1903; and an Atheist three 
months later. Hence it can be seen that he 
has no mind of his own, and to treat him 
Seriously is the height of folly. Leave him 
alone, boycott him, and his desire for “notor- 
iety” will die a natural death. 

I am, etc., 
ANOTHER ANGLICAN 
May 24, 1906 


Sir—I sympathise with “Anglican”, but I 
fancy that the Blasphemy Act of William III. 
c. 35, has been repealed. 

The case of Keet v. Smith, before the Privy 
Council, referred to, was simply this: A Non- 
conformist minister, named Keet, had died; 
and his relatives wished to put on his tomb- 
stone in the parish churchyard, “Sacred to 
the memory of the Rev. John Keet”. Smith, 
the rector of the parish, obiected that Keet 
was not in Holy Orders; but the Privy Council 
held that the title was a merely courtesy one, 
and might be used by any minister of religion. 
In these days of extended facilities it may 
have been extended to a minister of irreligion; 
but I cannot lay my hand on the authority. 
Mr. Aldred will, perhaps, supply it. 

A Gospel is that which comes by the mes- 
sage of an angel. “I bring you good tidings of 
great joy,” said the Angel. Can Mr. Aldred 
refer us to the angel who brought him his 
gospel? Is if good tidings to know that there 
is no captain on the bridge, no driver in charge 
of the train? 

- The religion of the Nazarene was certainly 
a religion for slaves, since it emancipated all 


the slaves wherever it had influence, operating 
so late as 1861 in the United States of America. 
It was “conceived in ignorance, and nursed in 


priestcraft”, in the sense that it took the - 


natural ignorance of man and supernaturally 
enlightened it, and created a spiritual power 
which is not demolished by being called priest_ 
craft. 

But what I want to know is, why should 
Freethought be hampered with such a dogma 
as this? “God does not exist, never did, and 
never will exist’? This is only Mahomet’s 
creed, “There is but one God, and Mahomet is. 
his prophet”, inverted. It must be a satisfac- 
tion to Mr. Aldred’s mind to have proved so. 
tremendous a negative (for I suppose he has- 
proved it) in the teeth of the wise and learned, 
and pious of all ages; but why impose it on 
others? Surely any untrammelled Freethinker 
could form his own opinion on the subject 
without the intervention of Mr. Aldred as. 
prophet. 

I am, etc. 
G.M. JAMESON 


Monday, May 28, 1906 


Sir—As the innocent subject of the ex- 
tremely interesting correspondence which has 
been appearing in your journal upon the 
rightfulness of my claim to “Reverend”, the 
dogmatism of my assertions, and the blas- 
phemous character of my propaganda, may I 
trespass upon your columns with a reply to 
my critics. In the first place, let me deal with 
the temperate and courteous letter of your 
correspondent, “G.M. Jameson’’, who states 
that the title of “reverend” was held by the 
Privy Council to be a courtesy one such as 
could be used by any minister of religion. 
Quite so; but he has not defined what religion 
means, nor did the Privy Council. And to call 
my views of life “irreligious” is utter nonsense. 
Religion is a term that applies to the inspira- 
tional part of man’s character, the conscious 
sense of mystery in nature: a recognition of 
something in nature that defies an ultimate 
analysis. It leads him to forget his material 
environment in his desire to probe the mys- 
tery of existence; and, in its earlier stages, 
involved some dim consciousness of man’s re- 
lation with the unknowable behind the known. 
As time has progressed, with some, and as if 
progresses, with others, theological specule- 
tion is growing weaker and the spirit of true 
religion is becoming stronger. Men are realis- 
ing their oneness with all phenomena. 
dethroning the God that does not explain 
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existence, and living not for paradise but for 


today and for posterity. This is my creed; and 
seeing that it would cause the reasoner in man 
to triumph, seeing that it would bind back 
the sensual passions by reason and sound 
sentiment instead of a fearful emotionalism, 
I claim that it is religious. And Iam a minister 
of religion—the religion of the future, of the 
purer times that I shall not witness. 

Coming to Mr. Jameson’s definition of “A 
Gospel”, may I point out that the angelic 
attachment is purely figurative, the only re- 
quirement being ‘(Good news” of which it is 
a message? Now, I claim that, seeing that the 
doctrine of rewards and punishment and the 
inculcation of the idea that men’s interests 
2re opposed has cursed the world. I am 
preaching a joyful message when I tell my 
fellows and my sisters that a man finds his 
reward for doing good in the performance; 
that no heaven is needed, since he realises 
his truest happiness in serving others. But, if 
there is a heaven, this is the best preparation 
for it; and if there is a God, this is the most 
godliness. 

“Anglican” may deem this blasphemy, but 
the Rev. T. Brain Castle, of the Central Wes- 
leyan Mission, opposing me on May ‘7th, 
declared these teachings to be sound and 
grand ethics. 

As to my statement re God, I but deny the 
idea of a personal God, which is a contra- 
diction in terms; and I no more assert a 
universal negative than the man who says 
two and two do not make five. Both, were men 
not biassed, would be placed in the category 
of axiomatic truths. 

The slavery in the States found Christian 
ministers divided; whilst Lincoln and R.D. 
Owen, who fought for Abolition, were Free- 
thinkers. As to “Another Anglican”, let me 
say that I never published the biography to 
which he refers, but that it appeared in the 
Aanostie Journal. I was an anti-Christian 
Theist for over twelve months. My dogmatism 
does not prevent others thinking for them- 
selves, since I but state my views, and invite 
opposition. 

I am, etc., 
GUY A. ALDRED, 
(Minister of the Gospel of Freethought) 


May 25th, 1906 


May 28, 1906 
Sir—May I, in reply to “Another Anglican”, 
be permitted to express my surprise at the 


weak-kneedness he displays in defending his 
faith—the faith once delivered to the saints? 
Boycotting is the very method the “Rev.” Guy 
A. Aldred wants Christians to employ; for then 
he can boast of their dread of debating with 
him, and that they dare not defend their 
creed. No, he has to be fought and exter- 
minated. 

Mr, Jameson is wrong when he says that by 
an Act of Parliament the blasphemy laws have 
been repealed. By 33 Geo. III. c. 160 atheists 
are still liable to fines and imprisonment—and 
very rightly so. And when it is remembered 
that in the case of Cowan v. Milbourn, in 1867, 
the Court upheld Christianity as being part of 
the laws of England, it is high time some 
action was taken to suppress this blasphemy; 
and I, for one, am willing to contribute £10 
towards any fund started for the purpose of 
bringing him on trial. 

Iam, etc., 
ANGLICAN 


Thursday, May 31, 1906 

Sir—If Mr. Aldred were reverend in his 
attitude towards those with whom he differed 
and their beliefs, I should not object to him 
using the title reverent, but as it is, his whole- 
sale denunciation and scurrilous assertions are 
sufficient to justify anyone in objecting to the 
bad use of the title “Reverend”. He claims to 
have a “Gospel”, All I can say is, that if what 
I heard the other night is a specimen of his 
“good news”, it is enough to wrinkle the face 
of a cab-horse and disgust any decent person. 
Perhaps when he reaches the age of discretion 
he will learn (1) that there are other people 
in the world besides himself, (2) that the re- 
peated sneers at Christianity do not alter the 
fact that the religion of Jesus Christ has been 
ang is a great moral elevating force, and (3) 
that his doctrine is one which even Mr Aldred 
does not carry out to its fullest extent. 

Live for the “present and for posterity” and 
don’t trouble about a paradise of which “you 
know nothing”. This is part of the “religion of 
the future, of the purer times, which I shall 
not witness”. The Christian is foolish to be- 
lieve in a future life of which he knows noth- 
ing. but Mr Guy Aldred is wise when he be- 
lieves in a future of which the only sure thing 
is that he will not witness it. And now about 
your other correspondents. 

To “Anglican”, who is anxious to give £10 
towards a prosecution, I would say that the 
money could be better used in work among 
our less fortunate brothers and sisters, so 
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don’t aid in giving Mr. Aldred a cheap notor- 
iety, and don’t waste your money. 

To the others I would say, that the mistake 
usually made is that the fundamentals of 
religion are never touched upon. They nearly 
all discuss the right of a man or boy to call 
himself reverend and to say that his teach- 
ings are a gospel. These are trivialities, for 
whichever side is right the basis of all religion 
is untouched. Do let us discuss something 
practical and leave these side issues alone. If 
this were done I should be pleased to take part 
in any discussions which the editor cared to 
publish. 

I am, etc., ; 
A.B. H. 


The Gazette seems to have published a 
letter from Mr. A.R. Walker on this date. I 
have lost the portion of the paper containing 
this letter. 

Friday, June 1, 1906 

Sir—Without in any way desiring to add to 
my indebtedness to you, I should very much 
like to inquire through your columns of 
“A. B.H.” what the scurrilous assertions were 
that I made in the course of my lecture the 
other evening. What was there in my lecture 
the other night that could “wrinkle the face 
of a cab horse and disgust any decent person’? 
I confess, on reading your excellent report of 
what I said, I failed to find anything likely to 
give offence to the most bigoted puritan—un- 
less, of course, the sense of such a person was 
merely horse-sense. 

Let us look at it from the standpoint of God 
existing, being our loving Father, and Jesus 
Christ being the Divine Saviour. Supposing 
all these three dogmas to be true, I still main- 
tain that man is elevated and God honoured 
by thus serving our fellows; and in the event 
of my dogmas being true, man is still better 
off for living for himself and posterity than 
seeking his own salvation beyond the grave. 
As I have so often claimed, I revolt from 
orthodox interpretations of Christianity be- 
cause I am religious. We admire the great 
man because he is beyond flattery. God, if he 
exists, is greater than the greatest of men; 
being also perfect, He is self-contained. He is 
not affected by the prayers of man whose 
praises cannot add unto God’s glory. And so 
the noblest way of serving Him is to live for 
man and thus become more God-like. 

But. urges A. B.H., I am in the same quan- 
dary as the Christian when I urge living for 
posterity, since I am as ignorant of posterity’s 


i s as he is of the nature of the post- 
Se ramaaediee! That is not true. Evolution 
in society and the history of the past serves 
as an all-sufficient index to the conditions 
prevailing when I have gone to dust. But 
science destroys all hope of continued individ- 
ual existence beyond the grave. There is no 
index to what would constitute the nature of 
such an existence supposing belief in it could 
be vindicated; whilst the personality of the 
individual is as much physical as it is 
ical. 
See etelialon I would remind A.B.H. that 
the right of calling one’s self “reverend” has 
never, so far as I know, been touched on by 
any Freethought propagandist other than 
myself; and even then it is a small matter. 
I have already outlined the basis of religion 
in your issue of the 28th inst., and “A. B. H.’” 
would do well to deal with that letter. 
Reminding Mr. Walker that he does Mr. 
Jameson an injustice in attributing to him 
views which I hold in opposition to those of 


Mr. Jameson, I leave your readers to judge. 


who has written with the least venom and 
indulged in the fewest personalities in this 
controversy. 
I am, etc., 
GUY A. ALDRED 
(Minister of the Gospel of Freethought) 


May 3ist, 1906 


June 6, 1906 

Sir—I am obliged to Mr. Guy Aldred for 
pointing out the falseness of the accusation 
made against me by Mr. A.R. Walker. The 
accusation was so grossly reckless and ridicu- 
lous that I did not think fit to notice it. It is 
pleasing to find that my defender is the much- 
abused Atheist. 

Mr. Aldred has given us an exposition of his 
“creed”, which I do not profess to understand 
and do not intend to discuss. It is only one 
more added to the dreary train of Shakers, 
Quakers, Sandemanians, Zionites, Sweden- 
borgians, Huntingdonians, Christadelphians, 
Peculiar People, Salvationists, Jezreelites, 
Agapemonites, etc., which belitter and belittle 
this land. But he has left unanswered my main 
question, “Why should Freethought be ham- 
pered with any dogma or teacher at all?” 
Once you introduce a teacher, even if a fallible 
one, you create a school and are as far from 
Freethought as ever. 

I am, etc., 
G.M. JAMESON 
June 2nd, 1906 
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Friday, June 8, 1906 
CHRISTIANS AND FREETHOUGHT 


Sir—I have followed with great interest the 
correspondence that has been appearing in 
your paper upon the “pretences” of Mr. Guy 
A. Aldred. I write as a Christian who desires 
to be quite fair to his opponents. I will, there- 
fore, with your permission, describe what took 
place at a recent meeting at which I was 
present. 

Throughout his lecture Mr. Aldred was in- 
terrupted by a man in a semi-intoxicated 
state, who refused to go away when requested. 
Mr. Aldred, however, refused to charge him 
on the ground that his wife and children 
might be worrying about him, and that, were 
he sober, he would not do it. This betrays an 
excellent spirit; and when the youth of Mr. 
Aldred is considered, the taunts that older 
men throw at him taken into account, this 
certainly entitled the “boy” not yet out of his 
teens to some respect. 

I am a member of Mr. Brain Castle’s church 
and attend his open-air meetings, but I must 
confess that patience and forbearance such 
as is shown by Mr. Aldred is not extended to 
interrupters by any of our speakers. I can 
therefore heartily endorse the following eulogy 
upon the atheist lecturer by the Rev. Z.B. 


Woffendale in the London Evangelist for Jan- 
uary 1905: 


We hope and believe that Mr. Aldred voices 
the opinion of the better-class Freethinkers, 
and in this class there are some whose ideals 
and practices are moral, and such Free- 
thinkers ought not to be confounded with the 
baser sort; that is, with the evil and foul- 
tongued section of the atheistic propaganda. 
... We venture the opinion that Mr. Aldred 
is too aood to remain an atheist. He ought to 
be a Christian... . 


I might add that both my wife and myself 
know Mr. Aldred intimately... . Whatever 
he says or does always betrays the gentleman 
and opponent of humbug, whilst he is always 
contributing to some good cause or other. A 
life thus consecrated to the service of his 
fellows embodies a real spiritual worship of 
our Heavenly Father; and should “Anglican” 
put his threat into execution, Mr. Aldred may 
rely on several local Christians who intend 
to stand by him. If “Anglican” can afford to 
throw away £10, he can afford to fight in the 
open. I am, etc., 

DISGUSTED CHRISTIAN 


This really ended the alleged blasphemy 
stage of the correspondence. Threats of pros- 
ecution made way for philosophical discussion. 


8. THE GOSPEL OF FREETHOUGHT 


Shallow minds are concerned with people. 
Average minds are concerned with events. 
Great minds are concerned with ideas. 


July 13, 1906 

Sir—tIn your issue of today’s date, Mr. Guy 
Aldred is at it again. I don’t think Mr. Brain 
‘Castle is guilty of doing the things Mr. Aldred 
accuses him of. It would be a good thing if Mr. 
Aldred would stick to facts and not fallacies. 
When he calls John Wesley a heretic he has 
either not read Wesley’s life or he is telling 
‘a deliberate falsehood. 

John Wesley was one of the best and most 
upright men that England has ever seen, and 
I throw out a challenge to Mr Aldred to men- 
‘tion the name of any man who has advocated 
the Gospel (so-called) of Freethought, Athe- 
ism, Monism (or any other “ism’’) who has 


—AN OLD ADAGE 


done much good in his life, and whose infiu- 
ence for good has lived to such an extent after 
the man has passed from this world as John 
Wesley. He cannot honestly mention one 
name. 

When Mr Aldred says that St Paul preached 
a metaphysical and not a real resurrection, 
he makes another mistake—St. Paul preached 
a real, glorious resurrection of Jesus Christ, 
and the Gospel that Christ preached in Pales- 
tine over 1,900 years ago still lives, and will 
live as long as the world lasts, and its power 
is the only real living power that lifts man to 
a higher and nobler life than any other power. 

Now, Mr. Aldred, how many men advocating 
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your Gospel of Freethought can you place side 
by side with Dr Barnardo, General Booth, 
George Muller of Bristol, Dr. Stephenson of 
the Children’s Home, John Groom of the 
Flower Girls’ Mission, or even John Wesley— 
not one can he mention? How many can he 
mention calling themselves Freethinkers, 
Atheists, Monists, Agnostics by preaching their 
gospel, and yours, Mr. Aldred, have been the 
cause of wife-beaters becoming wife-lovers, 
drunkards becoming sober men, harlots be- 
coming respectable women of society, of 
thieves becoming honest men—not one can 
he mention. Now, Mr. Aldred, I ask one favour 
—stick to facts and to the truth, this alone 
will bear criticism and face any opposition. 
The Bible is the only Book which shows a man 
how to live a noble, upright life. 
I am, etc., 
ALFRED P. WALKER 


Sir—In view of your past courtesy to myself, 
I am sure that you will favour me with the 
insertion in your journal of the present pro- 
test against a certain “Freethinker” who per- 
forms very often at Highbury Corner on a 
Sunday morning. In doing so, let me say that 
I write as one who has never yet compromised 
his opinions by denouncing orthodoxy in other 
than the most vigorous terms, as my friends, 
Councillors Shaw and Killingback, of the 
F.B.C., will bear witness. Furthermore, I write 
as a representative Freethought writer, being 
a member of the staff of the Agnostic Journal 
and a speaker in the movement known in 
various parts of the country. 

In attacking the “antics” of the lecturer 
in question, Mr. Calman, whose sincerity I do 
not doubt, I do so without in any way desiring 
to pander to a respectability I personally re- 
joice in shocking. But there are two ways of 
shocking—the one from the lofty attitude of 
a higher idealism, the other from the vulgar- 
ism of a sorry ignorance and miserable “good 
conceit”. So far as I am personally concerned, 
I believe in vigorously attacking Christianity, 
but I do so as one who has studied and re- 
volted from its teachings; who is unwilling 
to misrepresent it, knowing how easy it would 
be to ridicule Freethought by misrepresenta- 
tion; who respects womanhood, childhood, 
and manhood too much to resort to gutter 
vulgarism when dealing with the Virgin Birth 
myth; and who, finally, does not overlook the 
underlying ethical emotionalism that inspires 
the persistent iconoclasm he is engaged in. 
But the Freethinker in question whom I have 


noften opposed in Hyde Park as a Free 
fear has ei knowledge of history yet 
attacks Christianity for the blood it has 
spilled; does not appreciate the philosophical 
states of mind that are imphed by the terms 
“Atheism” and “Agnosticism”, yet prates of 
the virtues of both; and in addition spends 
the greater part of his time on the platform 
in telling ridiculous anecdotes which neither 
amuse nor edify, and in misquoting Scripture. 
To me the names of the heroes who have 
spent their lives in attacking Christianity are 
dear, and I am thrilled by their spirit and the 
sense of my indebtedness to them to over- 
throw and militantly oppose, a faith that has 
done so much to pollute the stream of human 
kindness which might have flown with bless- 
ings through the ages. But iconoclasm, how- 
ever sincere, is not enough. It must be the 
iconoclasm of men and women who under- 
stand theology and have an intelligent and 
ethical purpose moving them, not the icono- 
clasm of a clown. Between intelligent opposi- 
tion, however forcible and uncompromising, 
and clownish vulgarism there is fixed a great 
gulf. 
Trusting that you will insert this protest,. 
I am, etc., 
GUY A. ALDRED 
(Minister of the Gospel of Freethought) 


July 11th, 1906 


Monday, July 16, 1906 

Sir—Without in any way desiring to tres- 
pass upon your valuable space, I nevertheless 
feel called upon to reply to the singularly 
pointless—I will not say inane—epistle of 
your correspondent, friend Walker. In the 
course of my lecture the other night I claimed 
John Wesley as an immortal heretic, ie., as a. 
man who was in advance of his time, lived a 
strenuous life in the interests of truth, was 
persecuted, and, finally, by his very fidelity 
to truth was entitled to 
“. ... join the choir invisible 
Of those immortal dead who live again 
In minds made better by their presence; live 
In pulses stirred to generosity, 
In deed of daring rectitude, in scorn 
For miserable aims that end with self, 
In ee I sublime that pierce the night like 

stars, 
And with their mild persistence urge man’s 
search 
To vaster issues, 
So live in heaven,” 


This, however, Mr. Walker indignantly re- 
pudiates as being a slander and charitably 
suggests that either I have not read Wesley’s 
life or else that I am telling a deliberate false- 
hood. In other words, Mr. Walker, fresh from 
a study of Wesley’s life, tells us in effect that 
Wesley was not in advance of his time and 
was not immortal. Very well, if this is the 
opinion of a Christian, let it pass. 

But I would remind Mr. Walker that he 
cannot have it both ways; and if slanderous 
and false for me to say that Wesley possessed 
a fame that has become immortal, it is alike 
libellous and false for him to claim in writing 
that I can point to no atheist “who has done 
so much good in life, and whose influence for 
good has lived to such an extent after the man 
has passed from this world as John Wesley.” 

Between “a lasting influence for good” and 
“immortal fame” there is no difference, so 
that Mr. Walker rebukes me for stating in 
more elegant English his own opinion of 
Wesley. Really before Mr. Walker indulges in 
polemics he should consult a dictionary and 
likewise study Burns’ wish to see ourselves 
as others see us, And this is the gentleman 
who advises “to stick to facts and not to fal- 
lacies”, thereby inverting his own standard 
of judgment. 

On the last occasion that our friend rushed 
in where wiser men feared to tread, was in 
your issue for May 31st last, when he rebuked 
Mr. Jameson for his atheism, despite the fact 
that Mr. Jameson had been engaged in re- 
buking me for my atheistic statements, thus 
‘crediting to Mr. Jameson views that I held 
in opposition to him. Evidently Mr. Walker is 
an authority on abiding by fallacies—a fact 
that accounts for his remarkable statement 
that “the Bible is the only Book which shows 
a man how to live a noble, upright life.” 

It is more blessed to give advice than to 
receive it. Nevertheless I would recommend 
him to read the Koran, the Vedas. the teach- 
ings of Confucius, the Sutras of Buddha and 
finally to read his own Bible; it might alter 
his opinion. 

As to the value of the work of the various 
individuals he mentions, economically .it is 
‘socially unsound and harmful, and cannot in 
any way compare with the work of a man like 
Sir Henry Thompson, the late gifted surgeon, 
scholar, artist, and infidel, in popularising the 
idea of cremation. We mend society to mend 
the individual. We do not condemn harlots 
nor manufacture then—Christian civilisation 


‘does, We distinguish between social and moral 
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degradation. We begin where the Christian 
ends. 

Your Christian, in many cases, is a drunk- 
ard, burglar, and wife-beater. I am none of 
these things, but a respector of woman, of 
Sobriety, and of myself, and was formerly an 
earnest Christian. I have now evolved above 
the Christian theology, and respect woman- 
hood, motherhood, childhood. and myself 
more than ever, 

I am, etc., 
GUY A. ALDRED 

(Minister of the Gospel of Freethought) 


July 11th, 1906 


Thursday, July 19, 1906 


Sir—If Mr. Aldred refers back he will find 
that I tackled Mr. Jameson on his own letter 
a few days earlier, and the views expressed 
therein. 

I understand the word “heretic” to mean 
what it says, and not something else. John 
Wesley was in advance of his time, we must 
admit; but because of that and also that he 
was a Christian man, does that make him an 
immortal heretic? If so, would to God all men 
were such. 

Mr. Aldred says there is no difference be- 
tween ‘a lasting influence for good”, and “an 
immortal fame’. This is sheer nonsense to 
talk like that. John Bunyan, by life and 
labours has left behind him “a lasting infiu- 
ence for good”, and all men worthy of the 
name of men revere his name. Such men as 
Herod the Great and Nero have left behind 
them immortal fame but it is of such a 
character that no one would care to hold them 
up as examples of good men. 

Mr. Aldred says that the Christian in many 
cases is an ex-drunkard, burglar, and wife- 
beater. Thank God for that; it shows the 
power of Christianity to lead them and keep 
right—can we say that of atheism, free- 
thought, infidelity, and the like? No, not in a 
single instance, but instead it only helps to 
manufacture them, and it is left to Christian- 
ity to lift them back to a higher level. 

For Mr. Aldred to say that Sir Henry 
Thompson was an infidel is to overstep the 
mark. If he was not actually a Christian, he 
upheld the teachings of the Bible. I am re- 
commended to read the Koran, Vedas, Con- 
fucius, etc. Well, these are all very well in their 
way, but whilst their influence for the want 
of the life power keeps them within the cradle 
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of their birth, the Bioie with its life-giving 
power extends throughout the world. 
I am, etc., 
ALFRED P. WALKER 


Mr Walker must have been afraid that he 
had not made his point. Next day, Friday, 
July 20, 1906, the Islington Gazette published 
a further letter from him in which he covered 
the same ground and in parts used exactly 
the same phrases, I have deleted the repeti- 
tion of words but left the small amount of 
matter that was additional. I do not mind 
ideas being repeated but it is a sheer waste 
of space to repeat the same words, sentence 
aiter sentence. 


Sir—Whilst trespassing on your favour, I 
was rather surprised to read in your columns 
that Mr. Aldred’s age was only 19. When he 
says he has been a Christian, Theist, and 
Atheist, I should like to know how a young 
fellow at his age can have had any experience 
of a Christian life. It is very little, if any at 
all. ...Mr Aldred has a good opinion of 
himself....Mr Aldred may ridicule the 
work of such men as General Booth, Dr 
Barnardo, John Groom, George Muller. Dr 
Stephenson, and other such men, but he has 
yet to name the man calling himself an Athe- 
ist, Agnostic, Freethinker, etc., who has done 
as much good as any one of these men. 

The Bible, and that alone, is the foundation 
of truth and true greatness. And I, for one, 
am not ashamed to call myself a follower of 
Christ. 

I am, etc., 
ALFRED P. WALKER 
July 18th, 1906 


It never occurred to Mr Walker that Christ, 
meaning Jesus, might have been ashamed of 
his alleged follower. 


Monday, July 23, 1906 

Sir—A well-known clergyman in the States, 
who has announced his intention to join the 
Unitarian Church, has complained that ortho- 
dox Christians expound truth as though it 
were fiction and preach fiction as though it 
were truth. Whether he was anticipating Mr. 
A.P. Walker’s contributions to your columns 
or no, I cannot say; but certainly the latter’s 
defence of orthodoxy readily lends itself to 
such a classification. 

In the first place, to tell us that he tackled 
Mr. Jameson upon the views expressed in his 


letter of May 25th last is utter nonsense, as 
an examination of the correspondence will 
show. 

In his letter of May 31st, Mr. Walker says: 
“Mr. Jameson, when he says that ‘God is not. 
and never was’, must be either wilfully blind 
or beside himself.” 

Now, it may be that the mental condition 
of the individual who would make such a 
statement is correctly described by Mr. 
Walker; but it certainly does not describe the 
mental condition of Mr. Jameson inasmuch 
as I am the author of the assertion in ques-~ 
tion, which is quoted from my handbill. . 

As to what Mr. Jameson did say, if Mr. 
Walker will act on his own advice and refer 
back he will find Mr. Jameson thus comment- 
ing on my views: “It must be a satisfaction 
to Mr. Aldred’s mind to have proved so tre- 
mendous a negative (for I suppose he has 
proved it) in the teeth of the wise and learned 
and pious of all ages”; in addition to taking 
issue with me on every statement that I made 
derogatory to the religion of the Nazarene. 

And in your issue for the 6th of June, 
referring to my correction of Mr. Walker’s 


‘assertion, Mr. Jameson says: “I am obliged to 


Mr. Guy Aldred for pointing out the falseness 
of the accusation made against me by Mr. 
A.P. Walker. The accusation was so grossly 
reckless and ridiculous that I did not think 
fit to notice it.” 

With regard to the fictitious nature of his 
other assertions, I have dealt with them so 
often, and I find that they are “so grossly 
reckless and ridiculous” that I am content to 
leave them to speak for themselves and carry 
their own self-condemnation to the mind of 
the thinking reader. I will only add that, un- 
like Mr, Walker, I am a student of Sir Henry 
Thompson’s life and writings, and being also 
a correspondent of his during his later years, 
can testify to his open and avowed infidelity. 
With regard to friend Walker’s condemnation 
of the Koran, Vedas, Buddhistic Sutras, etc., 
I will thank him for his criticism, but remind 
him that these works do not need the patron- 
age of a man who has never made their 
acquaintance; that Buddhism has more fol- 
lowers than Christianity has disciples, and 
that this has been brought about without the 
sword but by force of intellectual convince- 
ment. 

I am, etc., 
GUY A. ALDRED 

(Miniser of the Gospel of Freethought) 
July 18th, 1906 
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Wednesday, July 25, 1906 


Sir—I thought Mr. Guy Aldred’s ruling 
passion was the wiping out of dogma, but 
now he actually says he is the author of that 
foolishly ubiquitous and omniscient phrase 
“God is not and never was”. Why, that asser- 
tion is in itself dogma of a very nasty kind, 
undiluted, in excelsis. And what presumption 
it shows on the part of a poor mortal like this 
endeavouring to set at nought all those ever- 
present, speaking evidences of design in Nat- 
ure. I fear, however, Mr, Aldred is so infatu- 
ated with his negative nostrum that words of 
mine would fail to move him. Therefore, let 
me quote the poet Cowper’s superb tribute to 
the Supreme Being, and may these beautiful 
words go home to the heart. I should like to 
turn away from atheism, with its bleak, com- 
fortless horizon, its sullen sky, without one 
star of hope: 


There lives and works 
A soul in all things, and that soul is God. 
The beauties of the wilderness are His, 
That makes so gay the solitary place, 
Where no eye sees them. And the fairer forms 
That cultivation glories in are His. 
He sets the bright procession on its way, 
And marshals all the order of the year; 
He marks the bonds which winter may not 

pass 

And blunts his pointed fury; in its case, 
Russet and rude, folds up the tender germ 
Uninjured, with inimitable art; 
And, ere one flowery season fades and dies, 
Designs the blooming wonders of the nect. 
The Lord of all, himself through all diffused, 
Sustains, and is the Life of all that lives. 


I am, etc., F, RICHARDS 


West Lodge, Barnsbury Square, N. 
July 23rd, 1906 


9. THE GARNAULT PLACE ORATIONS 


... to preach the gospel to the poor; ... to 


heal the broken-hearted; to preach deliver- 
ance to the captives, and recovering of sight 
to the blind; to set at liberty those that are 


buried. 


—Jrsus or NAZARETH, Luxe 4, 18 


The Islington Gazette correspondence arose 
out of a desire to prosecute me for blasphemy 
for issuing the leaflet announcing meetings 
at Garnault Place. As a result my meetings 
attracted big audiences and the Gazette 
was moved to report them. This it did very 
fairly and very thoroughly over a period 
of about a year. Most of these reports I 
have preserved. There may be some I have 
missed, If so I shall be grateful to any 
reader who can supply such missing reports. 
At different times during my residence in 
London, my home was raided by the author- 
ities, and papers, letters, and press cuttings 
were taken and never returned. 

Some readers may think that these reports 
do not matter, I differ here. These reports date 
my evolution as a heretic. They time the 
shades of my departure from orthodoxy, politi- 
cal and theological. They recall my actual 
thinking and expression of such thinking, 
when I was between 19 and 20 years of age. 
Anyone can look up the files of the Islington 
Gazette and note that I have reprinted word 


for word, the reports actually published at 
the time. This exact time-placing of my 
views is important. An interest belongs also 
to the lectures in themselves. On re-reading 
these reports, I find that the whole discussion 
is lively and fundamentally vital. The Isling- 
ton Gazette described these addresses as “The 
Garnault Place Orations”. I daresay that they 
deserve to rank as such. 

The threatened blasphemy charge roused 
interest in these meetings. They, in turn, led 
to much correspondence in the columns of the 
Gazette. Altogether it was a period of creative 
activity. : 

The first report appeared in the Islington 
Gazette for Thursday, May 31, 1906: 


THE GOSPEL OF FREETHOUGHT 
Mr Aldred and the religion of the Future 
Attracted by the correspondence that has 
been appearing in the columns of the Tsling- 
ton Daily Gazette, a very large audience 
assembled at the corner of Garnault Place, 
on Monday evening, to listen to a lecture by 
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the Rev. Guy A. Aldred on “The Ethics of the 
Atonement and Conyentionalism”, 

The theory that the lecturer urged as being 
the religion of the future in his letter to this 
journal of the 28th inst., was developed at 
length; and the audience was advised that 
man must first respect himself. In the ortho- 
dox view of the atonement there was nothing 
to lead man to respect himself, but much that 
demanded that man should first be a coward 
soul seeking his own salvation at the expense 
of others’ damnation. Like the noble and 
truly manly Wesley, the lecturer, in his own 
country and in his own day and generation, 
was not regarded as great. Others had but to 
deliver a speech and their “greatness” was 
assured—according to the reporter at any 
rate. But what did it mean? Nothing; except 
that he who was not of the multitude, he who 
would point to a nobler path of duty well per- 
formed and happiness well preserved, did not 
pander to the prejudices of the crowd; whilst 
he who was called “great” here and now, was 
merely the popular man, the interpreter of 
popular prejudices. Man, ere he could become 
individually and socially happy, ere he could 
realise his own happiness here, must awake 
from this nightmare of prejudice and theo- 
logical visions. If there was a God, continued 
the lecturer in the course of his analysis of 
the hymn, “Sinners turn; why will ye die”, he 
agreed with the noble words of Isaiah that he 
was whole heavens greater than man in his 
thoughts and in his ways. Man’s duty, there- 
fore, was to substitute work for prayer, pos- 
terity for paradise, humanity for theology, 
and enlightened cosmic selfishness for the 
narrow conceptions prevailing today of op- 
posed interests. In conclusion, the lecturer 
paid a tribute to the Islington Daily Gazette 
for its fairness towards him in the bigoted 
attack made on his Mission. 

An interesting discussion followed, Mr H. 
Burrows, a Christian evidence lecturer, op- 
posing for just over a quarter of an hour. 
Next week the subject will be “The Ethical 
Precepts of Buddha”. 


The Islington Gazette published reports of 
the meetings during June. I think that this 


ronene appeared in its columns for June 28, 


SCIENCE AND REVOLUTIONARY 
IDEALISM 


Atheism and Agnosticism 
The local influence wielded by the Isling- 


ton Gazette in the adjoining district of 
Clerkenwell was evident once more in the 
large audience, numbering about 200 adults, 
that assembled in Garnault Place on Monday 
last, on the resumption of Messrs, Aldred and 
Kellard of Freethought meetings there. Both 
Christians and Secularists freely discussed. 
the pros and cons of the correspondence in 
the Gazette and commended the editor for 
his impartiality. 

The opening address was delivered by Mr 
Guy A. Aldred, who defined the relative ideas 
of Atheism and Agnosticism. Of the two, the 
latter term was the more comprehensive 
since it referred to a philosophic attitude 
taken up with regard to our inevitable lack 
of knowledge of the “noumenon” underlying 
phenomena. In such an attitude there was 
nothing incompatible with the narrower and 
more specific state of mind known as athe- 
ism, which but offered the negative to all 
ideas of a personal God on the ground that 
all such ideas involved self-contradictions. 
So that although Agnosticism was the better 
name to use as a term that implied a broader 
outlook, it was absurd to imply that Agnosti- 
cism was the better name to use as a term 
that implied a broader outlook, it was absurd 
to imply that Atheism was more dogmatic 
than the name Professor Huxley had coined. 
The lecturer then dealt with the woman’s 
Suffrage question, and having asserted that 
she owed her social suppression to Theology, 
declared that she was socially the equal and 
intellectually and ethically the superior of 
man, and hence entitled both to vote and to 
be returned to Parliament. The action of 
Moralles, the bomb-thrower, received quali- 
fied approval from the lecturer, who de- 
nounced, on the grounds of its obvious insin- 
cerity the conversion of Princess Ena. 

Questions having been put and dealt with, 
a Roman Catholic offered an excellent oppos- 
ition which met with hearty approval from 
the audience, both on account of the tolera- 
tion of the speaker and the tribute he paid to 
the good work done by other Christian 
bodies. It was an instructive and temperate 
speech that certainly did the Christian 
cause no harm, 

The first lecturer having replied, Mr J. 
Kellard next spoke; and in a brilliantly ana- 
lytical and keenly-critical speech laid before 
the audience the case for science and philo- 
sophic Agnosticism in a manner much ap- 
preciated by the audience. Science, he defined 
as the application of ideas resulting from 
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experience. We did not eat many poisonous 
things today because our forefathers had 
been poisoned through doing so. For a similar 
reason we did not tamper with gunpowder. 
Knowledge was not intuitive, but a develop- 
ment of the potentialities inherent in the in- 
fant. Hence it was the environment that was 
the conditioning factor; the Secularists were 
working for the betterment of that environ- 
ment, for the elimination of slum life, and 
for the substitution of justice for charity. 
Progress was the fruit of heresy, and that 
was why Secularists rejoiced in being here- 
tics. With his friend, Mr Aldred, he agreed 
that sports, e.g., cricket and football, were 
considered by the Churches to be of more 
importance than Theology and Religion. 


Jack Kellard, I believe, died in great pov- 
erty some years later. I lost contact with him 
owing to my imprisonments, He was a self- 
educated working man and possessed great 
loyalty to his class. But for this loyalty he 
might have made a name for himself under 
the present system. He was an exceedingly 
well-known frequenter of the Hyde Park 
forum. 

The following report is culled from the 
Islington Gazette for July 12, 1906. This re- 
port reads as follows: 


SCRIPTURES OF FREETHOUGHT 
The Rev. T. Brain Castle Challenged 


Public interest in the Freethought meet- 
ings convened every Monday at the corner of 
Garnault Place by Mr Guy A. Aldred con- 
tinues to grow, a large and appreciative 
audience assembling there on the 9th inst. to 
listen to an address by the lecturer in ques- 
tion on “The Sacred Scriptures of Free- 
thought”. 

Tracing man’s evolution up from the proto- 
plastic cell, Mr Aldred claimed that the germ 
‘of a sympathy nobler than all the creeds was 
to be found in the monkey who consciously 
risked the danger of the bullet to save its 
young. When he reflected upon the depraved 
character of many men and women, he 
thought that it was the monkey as the ances- 
tor, and not the man as the descendant, that 
was often insulted by the evolutionary theory. 
‘The monkey was not under the bane of any 
theology, had its sympathy polluted not by 
the poison of credal prejudice, and never 
‘suppressed heretical monkeys by resorting to 


the rack, the thumb-screw, or the iron vir- 
gin. Infidelity, after all, was based upon a 
trust in the continuity of the laws underlying 
the movements of the cosmos; recognised 
that whilst truth was the basis of sound con~ 
duct, neither belief nor unbelief were in 
themselves worthy of merit or demerit; that 
men believed only as the evidence of their 
senses led them to believe; and that seeing 
that that was so, Jesus—i.e., the better Christ 
of the many to be found depicted in the Gos- 
pels—would include the infidels among the 
religious and the faithful in preference to 
the Christians. 

Infidels believed not in order to save their 
souls, but only as became men and women; 
in purity intead of puritanism, in depth of 
character in place of godliness, in reason in- 
stead of sloppy and virtueless sentiment. 
Turning to the “historical character of 
Christ”, the lecturer claimed that Paul 
pleaded for a metaphysical instead of a real 
resurrection. 

Several Methodists here interrupted, and 
it seemed, at one time, as though the plat- 
form might be rushed. Order was regained, 
however, and two opponents, including the 
Rev. T. Brain Castle, mounted the platform. 

In his reply Mr Aldred complained of the 
unfairness of the Wesleyans, who, he said, 
had learnt nothing from the persecution of 
their great founder, the immortal heretic, 
Wesley. Mr Brain Castle had not listened to 
his lecture, but had been trying to drown his 
meeting by a betrayal of music. He had asso- 
ciated himself with organised interruption 
and lack of fair-play, and “capped all”, to 
use a vulgarism, by replying to an address he 
had never heard. Such tactics were unworthy 
of Nonconformists, who ever displayed 2 
greater disregard for liberty than did ever 
Anglican. f 

If he was worth while interrupting he was 
worth while debating with; and he would, 
therefore, challenge Mr Brain Castle, or any 
of his disciples, to a fixed debate on any sub- 
ject they deemed important. If they did not 
accept, he had no hesitation in declaring 
both them and their pastor to be intellectual 
cowards, who brought nothing but discredit 
on their faith by the very smallness of the 
trust they reposed in it. 


In its issue for Wednesday, August 1, 1906, 
the Islington Daily Gazette published the 
following further report of my Garnault 
Place lectures: 
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THE ECONOMICS OF CHARITY 
Mr Guy Aldred’s Reply to His Critics 


Following upon a lecture he delivered on 
the previous Monday on the “Atonement”, 
which he treated from the scientfic and moral 
points of view, Mr Guy A. Aldred, on Monday 
last, spoke at Garnault Place, on “The Rev. T. 
Brain Castle and the People’s Cause; a Reply 
to my Critics”. 

In his opening remarks, Mr Aldred dealt 
at length with the missionary work of Mr 
Reuben May, who claimed for 49 years to 
have been a Mission worker among London 

oor. 

P Pointing’out that the question at issue was 
not Mr May’s good faith, the lecturer said he 
did not wish to follow the well-known editor 
of Truth in his economic traversy of the 
value and cost of Mr May’s work, published 
in that journal a few years since. All he 
wanted to do was to direct attention to the 
fact that he had in his hand a pamphlet 
issued by Mr May, describing the horrors of 
slum life, and appealing for funds to enable 
him to take some poor children away in the 
country for a day. This was a mockery. After 
2,000 years of Christianity, children were 
starved, ill-fed, and born in slums. Pastor 
May had done nothing to abolish these slums. 
And children were told, in a.p. 1906, to re- 
member that Christianity sent them away 
for one day out of 365} to the country. 

Christian churchwardens, landlords, and 
jerrybuilders also thrived on the conditions 
that spelt the depravity and stultification of 
child-life. 

Then there was the work of Mr Groom and 
Mr Brain Castle. 

In reply to Mr Walker’s letter, in the Isling- 
ton Gazette, he would deal with both in the 
main, whilst specifically treating of Mr Brain 
Castle’s work. 

With Mr Brain Castle personally, he had 
no quarrel; but to the “Rev. T. Brain Castle, 
local Christian Socialist pastor and Wesleyan 
Superintendent”, he was violently opposed. 

A mere sloppy desire to better conditions 
was not enough to make a Socialist, who must 
understand the economic basis of society and 
be a class-conscious opponent of capitalistic 
cant and Christian humbug. When the local 
unemployed wanted organising; when it was 


matter of in season and out of season, urg- 
ing the need of being just to the children, it 
was the atheistic Mr Guy A. Aldred and his 
non-Christian Socialist colleagues who did 
the work, and attracted the organised hypo- 

ri f the day. 

OM Brain Castle pretended to combine the 
opposing principles of Socialism and Chris- 
tianity, yet had never once in that district of 
Clerkenwell addressed one meeting on behalf 
of children’s, sweated women’s, or oppressed 
workers’ rights. Actions spoke louder than 
words, and facts were more eloquent than 
mere assertions. And when it was remem- 
bered how one of the chief supporters of the 
Wesleyan Chapel was a certain Progressive 
Party shining light, one understood Mr Brain 
Castle’s silence. Straightforward Anglican 
Toryism was, at least, consistent; hypocriti- 
cal Nonconformist Radicalism was despic- 
able. All that Mr Brain Castle had done was 
to come into the district, announcing that 
during his Scottish ministry, he had con- 
verted nameless drunkards by the score. But 
what, by the grace of God, he had done in 
Scotland, he should be able to do in Clerken- 
well. Yet, so far, Mr Aldred had not noticed 
one closed public house in Clerkenwell, which 
was somewhat instructive but not exactly 
remarkable. 

In conclusion, he would point the moral of 
George Bernard Shaw, to beware of the man 
whose God was in the skies. His audience 
would be well advised to live, not so as death 
would find them ready to fly to the arms of 
Jesus; but instead, find them conscious of the 
fact that they had done their best to improve 
mankind’s lot on earth. 

Mr Ledwith, of the S.DF., having sup- 
ported, and questions having been answered, 
the cheers of a large audience then brought 
the meeting to a conclusion. 


Mr Ledwith was a well-known political 
character in North London. He fell foul of 
Frederick Montague over the question of 
Labour parliamentarism. Fred Montague 
made a reply that seemed to be all right, only 
his career and elevation to the House of Lords 
has shown the apology to be empty and false. 
Some of Ledwith’s remarks were prophetic 
almost of Montague’s future. Ledwith was 2 
rough working man with a clear vision. 


It is clear now that No Traitor’s Gait! cannot be completed in 12 parts. I have 
decided therefore to divide the work into 24 monthly parts. These will be 
made into 2 volumes of 12 parts each. 

NO TRAITOR’S GAIT! No. 9 will be ready at the end of November. Send in 
your order NOW, 8d. post free. Comrades who have not had Nos. 1 to 8 should 
subscribe for the first 12 parts. This costs 8s. post free and secures the numbers 
already published and successive numbers as they are issued. The second vol- 
ume will be issued on the same terms. Each volume will cost 8s. post free, each 
part being sent as published. 

No 9 will include S.P.G.B. correspondence. Other chapters will deal with the 
Goswell Road careerists and discussions among the Atheists. It will bring the 
reader to the author’s Free Love mating with Rose Witcop and his trial for 
Indian sedition. 

Apart from being the autobiography of Guy Aldred, No Traitor’s Gait! is also 
a Study of the theory and activity of the Freethought and Socialist movement 
in Britain from 1902 to the present time : 

It is impossible to work out completely the contents of each number, owing 
to the thoroughness with which the period is being covered. 

Sixpence does not nearly cover the cost of production of a work of this de- 
scription. Readers who wish to help in the production of this work should send 
donations to help reduce the burden of loss. 


THE TRIAL FOR INDIAN SEDITION 
Published by the Strickland Press 
This trial of the author mentioned briefly in 

the present work is dealt with fully in 

REX v. ALDRED 
This work was published at 5/- but readers of 
the Autobiography can obtain a copy for the 
price of 1/6d. (this includes cost of postage). 
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